sion of one trait is the same as that of another, it is due
more to coincidence than to correlation. Christianity,
cricket, and ice-cream have independent origins and diffu-
sion. If a number of individuals have all these at the same
time, it is a coincidence*

The diffusihility of all culture-traits is not however the
same; their diffusion-potential is not uniform. Some, like the '
lucifer match, have a high diffusion-potential^they tend to be-
come universal and have the whole world as their culture-area
and the whole of humanity as their culture-group. But others,
like the Baiga dreams, have a low diffusion-potential; they
have limited diffusion* The cinema has a wider diffusion-
-potential than Spengler's DECLINE OF THE WEST;machi-
nery and medicine greater diffusion-potential than Fundamen*
talism and Gothic architecture. The chemical contributions
of Joseph Priestly have had wider diffusion than his
contributions to theology. Different culture-traits have
differential diffusibility.

This difference in diffusion-potential seems to be due to
the difference in the validity and utility of the culture-traits
themselves. Any individual, whatever be his own cultural
background, will readily accept the lucifer-match, appreciate
smooth roads, effective medicine, but not equally readily
accept opinions regarding the Dollar pool, the Sterling
Balances, tariffs, and even less readily a custom like tatooing,
or a religion like Mormonism or Brahmo Samaj, etc*
Acceptability is not so much in the individual as in the
culture trait itself. Diffusion-potential is a function of the
trait and not of the person.

Culture-traits may be roughtly classified under three
broad groups:-the Physical Sciences, the Social Sciences and
Fine Arts* Culture-traits belonging to the physical sciences
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